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10 T HE READER. 


155 1 OPE b ths addreſs hes as a ee man, ci 2 
chriſtian; for, as ſuch, thou wilt not condemn us 
wikeard, nor canſt thou pervert judgment. I beſeech thee, 
therefore, after having patiently heard, duly conſidered, 
and rightly underſtood our cauſe ; then, Judge AY 
betwixt us and our adverſaries, 

ue 4 e 
Sax not, I never read controverſy,” for they who - 
| ſpeak thus, in order to be conſiſtent with themſelves, 
muſt never read the Bible; for that ſacred book is full 
of controverſy ; and ſo are the writings of the beſt divines | 
ſince the Reformation ; indeed ſuch perſons may be ſaid 
to read no religious book at all ; for religion itſelf is a 
| facred controverſy : but perhaps theſe perſons only mean 
that they read no controverſial books but what are writ- 


ten in defence of their own opinions: but are not ſuch 1 
men partial to their own cauſe, and very liable to be 
deceived ? for how can they be ſure that their own 
faith is right, and that of their adverſaries wrong? But : 

if thoſe who maintain their doctrine to be of God, and 
appeal to the ſacred ſcripture for the truth of it, are not to 
be heard and tried by the ſcriptures ; who then are to be 
heard? or what do the apoſtles mean when they ſay, 
* Try the ſpirits whether they be of God ;” and again, 
$6 prove al * hold faſt that which i is good.” a 


v1 Dr vINE TRUTH never tits the e light 1 it "Ws no 
oppoſition; it declines no trial: As " oppoſites illuſtrate 
2 e on my 
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To. the READER 


each other © the light öf truth Thines the brigliter, and 
the darkneſs of error appears ſtill darker, when they are 
fully diſplayed, and properly oppoſed to each other. But 


he that holds falſe opinions, and whoſe deeds are evil; 


hates the light, and avoids it as much as poſſible; leſt the x 
darkneſs uß his evil and Feen nee ſhouls 
: be made manifelt. Aus 100 on 


Now as the holy ſcripture is allowed both by us and 
our advetſaries, ' to be the only rule of a chriſtian's faith; 


I beleech thee, Cbrifidiz Reader, to try us both by that dis 
Vine ftahdatd!: and, if after having done this, it ſhall ap- 
peear to ther, that the ſcripture doth more plainly and fully | 

* declare their doctrine than it doth ours; then reject our : 
doctrine as falle, and receive theirs as certainly richt! 
8 concludine, that have we miſtaken and miſrepreſented all 


thoſe texts which we have cited in order to ſupport our 
opinions.” But if, on che other hand, it ſtiall appear, 


that the ſeripture doth more plainly and more fully de- 
clare out doctrine, than it doth theirs; ; then reject their 


doctrine as Falſe, and receive ours as certainly true: right- 1 


ly concluding that they have miſtaken and miſrepreſented 


all choſe texts Which are cited by them in order to ſupport 


| their opinions. This, Reader, is the” beſt”; advice that 1 can 


ive thee z ; "and =" Tu Lord himſelf eh thee 4 5 his 


41 114 R + 


'N B. To preren miſtakes, Mr. WEIR's words are 


dn ron into the form of Ohections; and mine as Au- 


. 1s; in cheir proper ow and orders. 
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AIX. 


; 

| 

2 
1. 


Mr. Wain's TIE OBJECTION. 


1 


* 
0 


H E vs 5 (i Gen. i, 26. ) cannot be reſtricted 

to the number two; the number of perſons 
| included in it can only be known by thoſe 
| ſeriptures that preciſely mention it, ſuch as 1 John v. 7. 


and as it is plainly declared there are three perſons in the # 
Godhead, therefore the F ather, Son, and OT. are all 


included i in the word. ws," p. 9. 


T HO RA H nel +, and all your other objections 
were obviated before, and, as I humbly conceive, have 
been already anſwered ; yet as ſome perſons may be pre- 
vailed upon to read this ſhort reply, who by reading 
Mr. Weir's Pamphlet, have heard one ſide of the queſtion 
only; and by refuſing to read my book, have not heard 
the other: therefore I ſhall briefly conſider the moſt 

Plauſible of them, and at the ſame time endeavor to make = 

our doctrine more clear and certain. q 


2 Io See Dirine Renelation the only Teſt of Sound Dodtrine, p. 142746, 


Dn. AxswER I. 
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 AnsweR 1, The number of perſons meant by the 
pronoun ws in Gen. i. 26. are not to be gathered from 
any paſſage that relates to a different ſubject: but 1 Ihn 
v. 7. if genuine, reſpects not the work of creation, but 
ſomething elſe, that widely differs from it 3 therefore i it d 
not — nor PR to ſeek it thence, 
2 IT CESS and juſt to ſeek for the mean- 
ing of Gen. i. 26. from thoſe parallel ſcriptures which 
ſpeak of the ſame ſubject, and theſe are, John i. 1, 2. 
1 Cor. viii. 6. Eph. ili. 9. Col. i. 15, 16. Heb. i. I, 2. 


for theſe ſcriptures ſpeak of the work of Creation, but 


1 John v. 7. doth not; now in all theſe texts there are 
only two perſons mentioned, via. the F ARE and "Mm; 2 

. e Ty 

7 Ene T r often ſpeaks of the Father and himſelf in 

the Plural without adding a third perſon; ſee John xiv, 23. 
vii. 117 21, 23» Lhe apoſtles alſo in all their —_ 
wiſh grace and peace to the churches, from tius perſons 
5 only, viz. . from God the F ather, and from his Son . 


j]eſus Chriſt our Lord; therefore it is moſt proper and 


ſcriptural to underſtand Gen, 45 26. as meant of two 
: perſons on] * 


£6 1 the erte of every rational being) 1 is Wil 


A in that being; it ſeems to be moſt agreeable both to 5 
reaſon and revelation, to conceive of the Spirit of God, 
as included in God ; * for what man knoweth the things 


TH 


4 39 : 
of a man, ſave the ſpirit of man which i. is in him, even ſo 


the things of God knoweth no man but the Spirit of 
* „ I Cor. ii. 11. 


4 


1 5. 1 J. o HN my e already explained 8; and 
here I beg leave to obſerve further, that this 7th verſe 
is judged by many perſons, and ſome of them Trinitarians 
too, not to have been originally in the text: TREMEL- 
LI us in his Latin tranflation of the Syriac New Teſta- 
ment ſays, © That the Syriac leaves out the whole 
ſeventh verſe, as do alſo many Greek Copies;” and after 
having thrown it into the margin, he adds, “ becauſe it 
is left out, both of the Heidelbergb printed, and manu- 
ſcript copy; neither is it read in all the anion Greek copier; 

therefore I dared not put it into the text f.“ Likewiſe in 
Henry the VIIIth's bible, printed at the beginning of the 
5 Reformation, it is put in a ſmaller letter, which anſwers 
5 to the Halic in our preſent Engliſh bibles : it is plain 
then, that the Nane from whence that bible Was 
nn had it not. 


Ir is therefore no demonſtrative proof, as you aſſert, 
that the Spirit is a proper perſon dittinét from the Fa- 
ther,“ for, as your arguing doth not make it certain, fo 
neither have you produced one text that- plainly declares 
ir, and, I humbly conceiye, * it is not poſſible for 


| Fee Divine Revelation, p. 26 —166. 1 5 1 85 | 2 — 


4 Totum ſeptimum verſiculum Syrum PI TIE omittit, Gut etiam : 
multi Græci codices, —ſed quia non modo in impreſſo, ſed etiam in manuſeripto 
codice Heydelbergenfi omittebatur, nec in omnibus vetuſtis Bie e le- 

gebatur, text ui inſerere non ſum auſus, FOOLS | 5 
. ä . any 


. - . 


J 
a | 


| — 105.096 Dp. _—- r „ all aw Law 
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£4) 
any one to make it e eren rg Bee! upon 
Arian principles, | ps 


0 BJ EC T. 2. D 0TH not the ſending the Spirit, im- 
ply a ſpeaking to the Spirit! ? as certainly will be granted 
by all; then the Father is as often (in this way) ſpeaking 


to the Spirit as to the Son; and take one text for many 
where the Father is repreſented as ſpeaking to the Spi- 
. Ezek. xxxvii. 9. Thus faith the Lord Gen 6 &c. 


p. 9. 


AN s W. SEN DIN G doth not always imply ſpeak - 


ing: © He ſendeth forth his commandment,” &c. Pſalm 
cxlvii. © Send thine hand from above,“ Pſalm cxliv.. 
„Thou ſendeſt forth thy Spirit,“ Palm civ. When 
Chriſt breathed on his diſciples, ſaying, ** Receive ye 
the Holy Ghoſt,” ſending forth the Spirit is neceſſarily 
; a implied, but not ſpeaking to him; likewiſe, when he 
| afterwards received of the 0 the promiſe of the 
Holy Spirit, is there any thing like ſpeaking to the 
Spirit ſo much as hinted at, either on the Father's part, 
in giving him to his Son, or on the Son's part, in 
ſending him down from heaven ? It is eaſily underſtood, 
and will I ſuppoſe be allowed by every one (except tage 
| Sabellian) how Chriſt the only begotten Son is a perſon * 
diſtin from God the Father; but nobody hath any 


idea how the Father's own Spirit can be another perſon 


in diſtinction from himſelf. The text alſo that you have _ 
cited, is, ! conceive, nothing to your purpoſe ; for by the _ 

| breath, wind, or ſpirit, is not meant the Holy Ghoſt, but the 
created wind, or ful of man; ſo it is underſtood by a learned 


cemmen. 2 


. 


l {341 
| tommentater ＋. When our Lord cg Fairus's daughter 
from the dead, it is ſaid, * that Her ſpirit came again 


therefore, when he ſpake to the damſel ſaying, © Ariſe,” 


dhe did not ſpeak unto the Spirit of God, though by 


that divine Spirit he raiſed her from the dead ; but he 
ſpake to her departed Spirit, commanding it to return 


and re- animate its awn body, 


2 O5 ECT. 3. 6 You fay, in your chapter on the Spirit 
of God, — that the Holy Ghoſt is God the Father's | 


eſſential life and power of action.— This definition when 


applied to man is in pare juſt, as it implies that there is 
ſomething adhering ta man that is dead, &c,—but if 1 
ſhould aſk you what the ſpirit of an angel js, I ſuppoſe 


you would anſwer to this effect, that an angel is a created 


intelligent ſpiritual ſubſtance, for there is no compound 
in their being, as they are ſimple finite ſpirits ; ; ſo that 
their ſpirit cannot be diſtinguiſhed (for they are all ſpirit) . 
as the ſpirit of a man may he; and your account of 
God's Spirit implies, that there is s ſomething i in God di- 
flint from his Spirit. Lou will diſtinguiſh the Spirit 
of God from Chriſt, perſonally conſidered, in the ſame 
N parity of reafon he is diſtinguiſhed from the Father,” 5 


p. 10, 11. 5 


4 W. 1. JEROVAH is the living God, who hath | 
Iife in himſelf ; now, if the Holy Ghoſt be the Spirit of 


God, is it not moſt rational and proper to conceive of 
his divine Spirit, as his effential life and power of action; 


and that for this very reaſon, becauſe Jehovah himſelf i isa | 


ſpiritual, Unc; mpounged being? for it is not conceivable 5 


"9: 1 Pool in lou. 


. 


: how 
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how the ſpirit of fuch a Being, ſhould be any other than 
| his eſſential life and power of action? God is ſaid to 
quicken all things, and to work all things by his own 
Fpirit; and is it not moſt proper then to underſtand thereby 
that life and power which is eſſential to the divine Being ? 
| The inſpired writers frequently declare that the Holy 
| Ghoſt is the Spirit of Jehovah, the living God; but if the 
Spirit be himſelf eſſentially Jehovah, and alſo the Spirit 
; of Jehovah ; how can that Holy Spirit be anther perſon 
in diſtintion from Jehovah, ſeeing there is but one JE» 
_*Hovan? I conceive, therefore, that you muſt either deny 
Jehovah to be the living God; or make his Spirit a mere 


created agent; or elſe you muſt allow with us, that the 
Holy Spirit is Jehovah's eſſential life and power of action. 


The ſcripture plainly faith that God is a Spirit, i. e. a 
| ſpiritual BEING ; but the ſame ſcripture declares likewiſe, 
that the Holy Ghoſt is the Spirit of that God, who is a 
Se1R1T; therefore to me it ſeems moſt proper to conceive. 
of the Spirit of God as his eſſential life and power of 
action; nor do we thereby make God a compounded 
being, but a pure 1 BEING that hath life i in nien 


1 A 72 he Holy Spirit be eder Ry or 


"Bean diſtinct from God the Father, as both you and the 
Arians maintain; he ought, 7 ſuch, to have diſtinct 
honor and glory given him, as well as the Father, and 

Chriſt; but I find no one inſtance of it in all the ſerip- 
ture: obſerve the following texts, Of that day and 
hour knoweth no man, no, not the angels which are in 
| heaven, neither the Son, but the F ather only,“ Matt. 
xxiv. 36. Mark xiii. 32+ $5 The Son of Man ſhall come 


2 P* 1 py 
in his own glory, and in his Father's, and of the holy an- 
gels,” Luke ix. 26. That they all may be one as thou 
Father art in me, and I in thee, that they alſo may be 
one in us,“ John xvii. 21. That every tongue ſhould 


confeſs that Jeſus Chriſt is Lord to the glory of God the 
Father,” Phil. ii. 11. Whatſoever ye do in word or 


| deed, do all in the name of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, giving 


« Salvation to our God who ſitteth upon the throne, and 
unto the Lamb,” Rev. vii. 10. As then diſtin& honor 


and glory is very often and expteily given both to God 
the Father and his Son Jeſus Chriſt, and not to the holy 


| Ghoſt; Linfer that the Holy Spirit is not a created Being, 
as the Ariaus ſay, nor a diſtinct nate in arr 48 yop 5 


; 890 ; but! is Car cots the REIN of God. 


3 Þ The Spirit of; an a angel cannot, ] you 17 be ED 
_diſtingyilbed-fram an angel, becauſe they are all Spirit;” - 
but doth not the ſcripture ſometimes make that dif» 
tinction 2. There was in the ſynagogue a man who had 
a ſpirit of an unclean. Devil, Luke iv. 33. They are 
the ſpirits of devils, Rev. xvi. 145 I ſuppoſe you will al- 
low the devils to be fallen angels, and that ſatan the 
prince of them, is that ſpirit who worketh in the children 


of diſobedience; therefore it is not improper to conceive 


and ſpeak of the Spirit, of a fpirit, i. e. of a ſpiritual being ; 
and what can that be, but his eſſential life and power of 


action? which, if good, excites and urges Ne to 


5 —_ and, if Eevil, to that which. 1s ind 
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Axsw. 4. There is not the ſame reaſon to diſtinguiſh 
the Spirit perſonally from the Father, as from Chriſt: 
for if the Holy Spirit was given unto Chriſt,” as the 


ſeripture witneſſeth; then he himſelf ought to be di- 


ſtinguiſhed perſonally from the Spirit, becauſe he feceived 


that Spirit from another, even from God the Father: 
but as the Father received the Spirit from none, and the | 
Spirit itſelf is eſſential to his being; therefore the Spirit 
is not to be diſtinguiſhed perſonally from the Father, but 
- ought to be included in him: neither is the Spirit officially 
or nominally the Spirit of the Father, as your ſyſtem | 


ſeems to make him, but eſſentially and properly; conſe- 


a quently the Holy Spirit is diſtin from Chriſt, as a | 
perſon, who received the Spirit ; but not from God _.. 
Father who gave that Spirit unto him. Your admitting 
alſo that the Father gave his Spirit to Chriſt, and that 
Chriſt as Mediator, received that Spirit from the Fs a- 105 
5 a ther, doth in my opinion utterly overthrow your own 
' bypotheſis ; for as the Holy Spirit was promiſed and 
given, not of himſelf, but of the Father; it cannot I think 
be reaſonably imagined, that the Spirit is another perſon di- | 
| ftind from the Father, upon any other than Arian prin- 
 ciples : the Spirit likewiſe was given to Chriſt as to 
_ a perſon ſuſtaining the office of a Mediator, and not to a 
mere office character: but how could the Spirit be given 
to Chriſt, or to what end was he given to him? If 
Chriſt himſelf was every way equal, both to the giver 
and the gift? Do we here reaſon as men, or ſaith not the 
ſeripture the very ſame things ? ſce Ifaiah xi, I=—4- lit, 


16. Luke i Iv. 1, 14, 18. As x. 38. 25 
| 0 


191 


0 _— ECT, 4. © Eſſential life, power, and action, are 


the very eſſence of Deity, for it includes all perfection 
and eternal exiſtence, and are properties inherent in and 
aſcribed to each of the perſons in Deity, ſee John v. 21. 
xiv. b. Rom. viii. 2. Luke iv. 29. Rom. xv. 13. 1 Cor. 
Xii. 11. Now, as it is thus evident from the ſcriptures 
that eſſential life, power, and action, are appropriated 
to each perſon, theteſore the Holy Ghoſt cannot be un- 


derſtood as the life, power, and action of the Father, no 
more than the Father can be ſaid to be the eflential life, 


power, and action of the Spirit.” p. 11, 12. 


ANs w. I. The Father is never r faid to be / the Spirit, 


but the Spirit is always ſaid to be 77 the Father; and 


Chriſt ! is declared to have Received that Spirit from the | 
F ather : this alone, as [ conceive, would be enough to 
ſatisfy every conſiderate and chriſtian reader, that you . 
have miſrepreſented the above ſcriptures; and have raiſed þ 


an objection, without having any g ground to ſupport it: 
but, for the ſake of others, 1 obſerye further, that Efen- 
tial li life, &c. are not in the fame ſen| e to be aſeribed to the 


Father, Son, and Spirit; nor as to three diſtinct perſons : 


the ſcriptures you have cited do not fay it. John v. 21. is 
expounded by ver. 26. an id plainly e declares the contrary ; _ 


for it faith, that the Father who hath life in himſelf, 
hath given to the Son to have life in himſelf : therefore, 
. the text declares, that the Father hath it in himſelf ori- 


ginally and without derivation; the Son. not. 1 bat 5 
the Father gave it to the Son, who, received it from him; * 


| and will any reaſonable man | preſume to tay, that the 
B 5 OD Son 
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Son who received life from the Father, hath that life of 
himſelf inherently and independently, as the Father hath it? 
1s it not more bleſſed to give than to receive, and is not 
; he that gives greater than he that receives? The apoſtle 
hath taught us to reaſon thus ; ** for without all contra- 
dition, the leſs is bleſſed of the better,” Heb. vii. 7. To 


me alſo it ſeems clear and plain, that the Father's giving 


to the Son his own Spirit, without meaſure ; and giving 


him to have life in himſelf, are terms ſynonymous ; and 


mean the very ſame thing ; for the Spirit of God is the 
Spirit of life, which quickeneth all things ; ; conſequently 


it is ſcriptural and right to conceive of the Spirit of the 
| living God, as his eſſential life and power of action: for 
by the gift of this ſelf-ſame Spirit, he hath made his Son, : 
: the ſecond Adam, a quickening Spirit. —John xiv. 6. ks 
f ſays nothing of Chriſt, as Jehovah, but as the way to | 
bim; the true and living way to the Father ; ; * for God 


hath given to his people eternal life, and this life i is in 
| his Son,” I John 1 1 


= Arsw. 2. Theſe texts, Rom. vili. 2. xv. 13. 1 Cor. 
Xi. 11. do net ſay the thing that you are contending 
= for, neither have you fairly quoted them. Rom. viii. 2. 
ſtands thus © The law of the Spirit of life in Chriſt 


Jeſus,” &c. Now this law is the goſpel, called the 
_ © miniſtration of the Spirit,” 


2 Cor. iii. 8. but the Spirit 


of life is declared to be of God, and from God, and the 
_ gift of God, Rev. xi. 11. Acts v. 32. 


_ | therefore this Spirit is to be referred to God, and Fug 0 5 
8 be conſidered as another perſon or Being diſtinct from him. 


1 Cor. vi. 19. 


As in the former t text, foi in Rom. xv. 2 2 "ou have left 


the 


TC 


f. ir 1] 
the principal part of it out; the whole verſe which Rarido: 
thus, makes it plain : % Now the God of hope fill you 
with all j joy and peace in believing, that ye may abound 
in hope through the power of the Holy Ghoſt.” Is it 
not then evident from the words themſelyes, that the 
bleflings prayed for, are to be referred perſonally to 
God the Father, who is here declared to be the author of 
their hope and joy, through the power of his own Spirit ? 
ſee Luke xi. 13. John xvi, 23, 24. Acts ii. 17, 33. there- 


fore, it is not a prayer to the Spirit; but it zis a prayer 


unto God the Father for his Spirit, that he thereby would 


| work theſe bleſſed works in them: ſee the like form of 


prayer, both as to matter and _— in Ep. i. I 18. 
iii. 16, &e. 


0 Cor. xii. 11. bath, as I conceive, the very fine : 


| meaning, as may appear to any one that duly conſiders 


it in connexion with the context; for the apoſtle's de- 
ſign is to guard them againſt being impoſed upon by every 
. pretender to the Spirit, and to help them to diſtinguiſn 
between the Spirit of truth and the ſpirit of error: this 
is evident from ver. 3. and from thence he takes occaſion | 
to ſhew, that the Spirit of God is but one, though the 
gifts conferred on believers by that Spirit, are many and 
various; conſequently the Spirit of God which they had 
received, and which had already teſtified of Chriſt, that 
he is the Son of God, and Lord of all, could not poſſibly 
. contradict himſelf : If then any one ſhould ſay t that Jeſus is 
: accurſed, whatever his pretences or gifts may be, yet faith 


| the apoſtle, © I give you to underſtand, that he doth not 


r* by the Spin it of God, which is the Spirit of truth, 
| 3 1 — | and 
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and cannot he, nor contradict his own prior teſtimony of 
= Jeſus : and then he goes on to ſhew that the one true 

| God, by his own Spirit, through Chriſt, worketh all, 
things, as it follows : © Now there are diverſities of gifts, 
but the SAME DPIR!T, not many ſpirits,” ver. 4. and, 
there are differences of adminiſtrations, but the SAM E 


1 5 o R D, not many Lords, but one only, even Jeſus whom 
God hath made both Lord and Chriſt,” ver. 5. and 
there are diverſities of operations, but it is he SAME Gov, 


l S » — — = 
— 225 ̃ ——. — — 2 — 


- not- mam gods, who worketh ail in all,” ver. 6. ſo that the 
1 one true God adminiſters all the affairs of his univerſal 
| = kingdom, by the hand of that one Lord Jeſus Chriſt; and 
1 through him alſo, that ſame God -worketh all things, | 
both in the kingdom of nature and of grace, by his own: 
Spirit: and after having enumerated divers gifts of the 
Spirit, and declared the ends for which they are beſtowed 
= on us, he adds, ver. 1 . «* Now all theſe worketh that 
4 one and the ſelf lame Spirit, dividing to every man ſeve- 
rally as he will:“ thus it is clear from the ſcope of the 
paſſage, that theſe gifts muſt be referred to God, work : 
ing them by his Spirits; to underſtand them otherwiſe, 
and to make the Spirit another perſon diſtinct from God, 
8 is, 1 conceive, a contradiction to ver. 6. 2nd a denial of what 
Is there aſſerted ; but thus taken, the ſenſe i is plain; and it 
 nilikes the text” to agree alſo with other ſcriptures where 
hey! ſame thing is ſpoken of; ſee ver. 28. and Eph. iv. 
6,7. compared with Acts 11, 17, 33. Heb. li, 4. Ata 


Luke iv. 14. it is explained by chap, it 21, 22. and : 
Ads. x. 38. Gs | ; 1: 


E 


Ir the chriſtian reader did but rightly conſider the 


true meaning of words and names ; and compare thoſe 
texts you have quoted with other parallel ſcriptures, duly 
attending to the obvious meaning and: ſcope: of every 
_ paſſage where they occur ; I am perſuaded that he would 
clearly ſee, that not only here, but almoſt. throughout: 
your whole Pamphlet, you have either 'miſtaken or repre- 
ſented the ſacred writers: Thus the ſcriptures are per- 
verted, in order to ſupport a ſelfecontradictory and unſcrip- 
tural hypotheſis; generated in the dark days of Aklus and 


ATHANASIUS, and afterwards nurſed up-by the Roman 


apoſtacy, and ſince handed den to uh, by tradition, from 
our . | 


| Fry 8. + To 8 ”oU 1 that the e eh 
pronoun does not always imply a diſtinct perſon, as for 
inſtance, Pſalm xlii. as art thou caſt down, O *. 
| ſoul, hope thou in God: * but 5 think, Sir, here is no 
ſimilarity, for this is not one e perſon ſpeaking to another, . 
as in the caſe before us; here is only a perſon ſpeaking 


to himſelf, and with great propriety he may ſay (thou) 
as he 1 is of a compounded. nature, in one perſon ; J ”—neither "IN 
doth the apoltle's faying, spre v. 4. £5 © when you are 
; gathered together, and my, Spirit with you,” any way ſup- = 
port or illuſtrate Your doctrine, ;, ; We are not to underſtand N 
the apoſtle meant his Spirit as a man, but as an apoſtle, Yo 
viz. the Spirit of God which was. given him; and the 
words may properly be read, <when ye are met together i in 
the 5 of God, with the power of our Lord Jens 
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Aus w. 1. Why did not you cite my very words, and 
refer to the page, as you ought to have done ? for then 
they would not have appeared ſo lame and obſcure, as by 
your miſquotation they now ſeem to be. But to proceed, 
here you ſay, “is not one perſon ſpeaking to another,” — 
that is, it is not a parallel caſe ; but, I humbly think, it is 
a parallel caſe ; perhaps you only take that for granted, 
which yet remains to be proved. How doth Mr. Weir 
| Know, that one ſingle man is not two or three perſons? 
If your ſyſtem is true,” I think he muſt be ſo : for it is 
certain that God created man in his own image. If God, 
therefore, be three perſons, why not man alſo? But it. 


perſonal pronouns may be applied in one caſe to that | 
which is not a proper perſon, why not in another? You | 


here allow that one ſingle intelligent perſon ſpeaks to him- | 
ſelf; and having admitted this, which in the preſent. 
6 caſe you could not well avoid, then all the noiſe that you 
have made, in order to ſhew that the thing ſpoken to, 
is a proper perſon, diſtinct from him that ſpeaketh; : 1s 
nere noiſe, and proves nothing for could it be thewn 
from ſcripture, which yet I have not found, that God ever 
5 ſpake to his Spirit, it would no more prove the Spirit of 
God to be another perſon diſtin from God ; than it 
Would prove the ſpirit of man to be another perſon di- 
ſtinct from man: but you ſay, it is proper in man fo to 
do, becauſe © he is of a compounded nature in one per- 
„ Are then both parts of this compound alike intel- 
5 ligent and rational? When David Tpake to his Wal, did 


1 Se Divine Revelation, Pe 63, 6 


his 


111 
nis body ſpeak rationally, as a part of David, in diſtinction 
from his ſoul ? If not, as certainly it did not; then your 
argument, drawn from the compounded nature, proves 
nothing ; for it can only be ſupported on this ſuppoſition, 
that the body of man as diſtin from his ſpirit, and with- 
out being influenced and guided by the reaſonable ſoul, 
is capable of thinking and ſpeaking rationally. But, 
as it was a rational} Being to whom the words were 
ſpoken, for he ſays, Hope thou in God ;” and alſo 
a rational Being that ſpake them, for he ſaid, „ hall 
yet praiſe him :” it is, I think, evident that the perſonal 
pronouns J, and thou cannot be properly made uſe of in- 
this ſoliloquy, merely on account of man's being a crea- 
ture compounded of body and ſoul ; 3 that is, of a rational 
: ſpirit, and dead matter united : conſequently an intelli- 
? gent Being, who is but one ſingle perſon, may with pro- 
priety make uſ2 of perſonal pronouns in addreſſing or 
ſpeaking to himſelf, or to his own ſpirit, though there 


mould be no compound of dead matter, belonging to 
bim. 
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Axsw. 2. Pray, whence did you learn that part of the 
Words in 1 Cor. v. 4. may be read very different from g 
what we have them? According to my bible they ought to | $1118 

be read as they now ſtand. You likewiſe aſſert, that Paul _ 
in that paſſage, did not mean his own ſpirit, but the Spi- 

i Tit of God. 1 hope Mr. Weir doth not think that the 
apoſtle ſaid one thing, and meant another. The apoſtle was - RR 
both wiſe and faithful, therefore it cannot be ſuppoſed that 85 1 
he made uſe of words, which naturally and properly taken, 

* the direct contrary to what he meant and intended. 
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"Now. : as you | affirm it was the Spirit of God, and not 


| the ſpirit of Paul, and 7 think it was properly the ſpirit 


of Paul the apoſtle ; ; though. under the influence of the 
Spirit of God; who ſhall decide this matter betwixt us? 


„ could refer you to a learned Annotator of your own | 


| ſentiments ; yet in this caſe he gives it againſt you : but 
jet us cite a parallel ſcripture, and ſee if Paul doth not 
himſelf determine the point beyond all reaſonable doubt: 
in Col. ii. 5. he ſays, *© Though I be abſent in the fleſh, 
yet am I with you in the Spirit;“ By compare this with 
I Cor. v. 3; 4... far I veiily as abſent in body, but 

preſent | in Spirit, have judged already, as though [ were 

preſent,” &c., Now what need of any comment; can 
words be plainer? The apoſtle evidently diflingraiſhes : 
between his body and his ſpirit; and ſets the one in direct 


1 5 oppoſition to the other: ſo that you may as well deny 


that: Paul meant his own body, as deny that he meant 
his own ſpirit, The inſtances which you have men- 
| tioned of Moſes and Elijah are by no means parallel; there 

is no ſuch diſtinction nor oppoſition between their body and 
_ ſpirit, as in the preſent caſe ; but theirs, as i is evident from 


| the ſacred hiſtory, ſee Numb. xi. 17. 2 Kings ii. 9. was : | 
the ſpirit of prophecy, which God had put upon them; 
= and is plainly diſtinguiſhed alſo from their whole perſons, 


and not from their bodies only. 

Ones: 6. The Spirit is often ſaid to be ſent by 

the Father ; but if he is his eſſential life and power of 

on, then it is the F ather himſelf ; but how can it be 
3 Mo faid ; 


e 'T 7 3] 
faid with any propriety, that a > perſon can ſend himſele, 10 


Ausw. Gp! is a * of n . who 
fills heaven and earth; but the throne of his kingdom 
and of his glory i is ſaid to be above the heavens, from 
whence he beholds all his creatures; and from thence, 

without leaving his throne, he ſends forth his own life- 

giving, Powerful- ſpirit, to do whatever he pleaſes : Y 

| as Whither ſhall I'go from thy Spirit, Nc. Pſalm exxxix. 
7. ſee alſo Zech. iv. 10. Rev. v. 6. Thus Jehovah, by 
his Almighty Spirit, worketh all things after the counſel 
of his own will ; and becauſe the Spirit is eſſential to his 
Being, and included in his perſon, therefore, and, as I con- 
eeive, for this reaſon only, all the works of his Spirit are 
properly aſcribed to Jehovah, i. e. to God the Father: 
fee. Rom. xi. 36. Eph. iv. 6. Phil. ii. 13. 1 Cor. xii. 6. 
: but it is not therefore proper to fay, that Jehovah ſends | 
| himſelf, nor that the Spirit ſent 1 18 another perſon; for it 
is the divine Being himſelf that Aends ; and it is his own. 
Spirit and not another” s, that is ſent by him, Do not 
_ Chriſt's own. words lead us fo to conceive, and ſpeak of 
this matter? By the Spirit of God, ſaith he, I caſt out 
devils,” &c. But at the ſame time he declares, i it was the 
Father who dwelt in him that did the works; and he as 
often ſpake of the Father, as being in heaven ; and that he 


came from him, and was going to him again: 75 ee John 
xiſi. 8˙ xiv. 10, 12. 28. xvi. 28, 32. 
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1 Osler. 5 00 If in theſe <criptures (Mat, xXviii. 
19. 2 Cor. xiii. 11, *) and many more of the ſame import, 


we are to underſtand any one perſon implied, for the 
very ſame reaſon we are to believe that three perſons are 


included, becauſe there are three diſtin& names, and 


three diſtin operations,” &c. p. 1 3. 


As w. Three diſtin names, and three diſtinct 
operations, are no certain proof that three diſtinct 
perſons, are meant thereby, much leſs. that they are 
three coegual perſons ; ; for the Spirit, the Water, and 
the Blood, "I John v. 8. are three diſtinct names, : 


: but Hot three diſtinct porſons : ſee alſo Iſaiah xliv, 5. 


AcAin; « I will write (faith Chriſt) upon him 
that overcometh, the NAME of my God, and the 


NAME of'the city of my God, even New Jeruſalem, 
which cometh. down out of heaven from my God "= 
and I will write upon him my new NAME:” Rev. 


lit. 12. Here three names are expreſly mentioned, but ” 


it is certain they are but two perſons, and it is as evi- 
dent that the two perſons are not equal. Many diſtin 
operations are likewiſe aſcribed to God: he hath made 
the earth by his pwwer, he hath eſtabliſhed the world by 
his wiſdom, and. hath ſtretched out the heavens by his 
diſcretion, Jer. x. 12, but will you therefore make the 
power, the wiſdom, and the diſcretion of God three 
diſtin& perſons * God is the creator, the preſerver, re- 
deemer, governor, and judge of the world ; but do theſe 
diſtinct acts or operations prove that there are ſo many 
divine perſons ? Nn leſs: for the ſcripture plainly i 


| . See Divine Revelation, p. 1 50—1 7. I 59, where theſe texts are explained, 


declares, 


l 9 1 
8 declares, that it is 2 one perſon, one Jehovah, Who 
dy his own Spirit created, redeemed, and will judge the 

world, by that man Jeſus Chrift, whom be hath ordained. 

But according to Mr: W elt's reaſoning, when diſtinct 

names and diſtin& 6perations are at any time mentioned 

together in ſcripture ; he ſeems to think that they muſt 
always mean as many diſtinct perſons”: let him apply the 

rule, and ſee what ſenſe he will make of the following 

Hilluge > 2 1 will hear, ſaith Jehovan; I will hear the 

. heavens, and they ſhall hear the earth; and the earth ſhall 
hear the corn, and the wine, and the oil; and they ſhall hear 

Jezreel, ** Hoſ. ii. 21, 22. Is not Mr. Weir then greatly 
miſtaken? yet how many of his readers are enamoured 

with his ſuppoſed orthodoxy, and profound reaſoning * 

55 Brethren, c be not nk in underſtanding, but in un- 

Z derſtanding be men.” 


. 


On JECT. 8. If two perſons only a are implied in the 
words (Mat. xxviiii 19.) how extremely improper, and 
Abſolutelh) unintelligible it is, that the Son ſhould be 

mentioned betwixt the F ather and himſelf, according 1 
to your definition of the Spirit; therefore i it is manifeſt, 


that three diſtin perſons are mentioned in the order of ; 
their precedency i in the grand work of ſalvation : to un- 8 
derſtand it any other way is a groſs perverſion of the | 

text, p. 15. 


Ars w. 1. oF is ws eaſy to he . 4 4 biekly 
proper, that the Son ſhould be mentioned between the 
Father and his Spirit; 1. Becauſe Chriſt is the Media- 
tor between God and men; whoſe-effice was to fulfil all 
the fee demands of the law, and by his own death 
© . to 


| ; 20 1 1 
to o reconcile us unto God; to the end chat God might 
be juſt in pardoning our ſins, and be ſanctified alſo in 
righteouſneſs, by them that come Near. him; and untit 
chis was actually done by Chriſt, or without a reſpect 
had to Chriſt, as being appointed of the Father, and hay- 
5 ing engaged to do it for us; the Spirit of God could 
not be given unto us; and therefore Chriſt himſelf ſaith, 
60 If I go not away, the Comforter will not come unta 
2 John alſo declares, that“ the Holy Ghoſt was not 
a - giyen, becauſe that Jeſus was not yet glorifiedꝰ- —Paul 
likewiſe teſtifies the very ſame thing ; 545 Chriſt (ſaith he) 
hath delivered us from the curſe of the law, — that we 
might receive the promiſe of the Spirit through faith,“ 
5 Gal. iii. 13, 14. © in whom, after that ye. believed, ye 
| 2 were e ſealed with t that 0 2 tr of f promiſes” oy i. I 3 


Aww. 2 Al our communion with God, as our 
God. and Father, in Chriſt, is by the Spirit; J but God 
cannot hold communion, with us while we remain under 
the curſe of the law, dead: i in treſpaſſes and ſins; „ for 

what f:llowſhip hath, righteouſneſs with unrighteouſneſs, - 
and what communion bath light with darkneſs ?”.2 Car. 

f vi. 14. As Chriſt, then, is the only mediator between 

God and men; and God hath promiſed and given his | 
boly Spirit through C Chriſt alone, and to them only that 
believe on Chriſt ; it was moſt proper that Chriſt ſhould 

be mentioned between the Father and the Spirit, for by that 

holy Spirit we are led directly to Chriſt, and unto God by 
mim; and thus it is that our fellowſhip' is with the Father, 
and with his Son Jeſus Chriſt : therefore your concluſion 


is evi ently aſd, and our expoſition | is ſo far from being 


a groſs hs 


5 


1 groſs it of the text, that it is the natural 150 


certain meaning of it; for it perfectly agrees. with other 
plain and expreſs ſcriptures that ſpeak of the very ſame 


thing. Nor is the holy Ghoſt ſpoken of, as à proper per- 
ſon, or as giving himſelf, or as coming of himſelf, but as 


God the Father's own Spirit, and as given and ſent of 
the Father; and that not abſolutely, but in the name of 
Chriſt, or:by him, who, as mediator or head of the church, 


firſt received the Spirit from the Father for us: neither 
are we baptized into the name of Chriſt, as a proper di- 
vine perſon coequal with God; but as the Chriſt of God, 


and as him who alone died for us; to whom alſo God hath 


given all power both in heaven and in earth, and hath made 


& him Head over all _ to the church. 


| Oni ECT, 9. — F or iNuftration-fake, if I ſhould tel! 5 
you, that Peter, James, and John, were equal efficients | 
0 performers of this or that grand work, though F do 
not expreſly ſay, that they are three diſtin perſons ; yet 
me mentioning three diſtinct names do inn, imply 


13. 


FOTO Your ſimile, by way of illuſtration, is in my 
opinion not pertinent, nor proper Not pertinent; for to 

bave made it a juſt compariſon, it ought to have been 
Peter, and the-/on of Peter, and the ſpirit of Peter: now 


every one muſt ſee that theſe are not three perſons, but 


two only; neither are the two perſons in all reſpects 
equal. Not proper; for three diſtinct perſons of men 5 

are three diſtin human beings, but three diſtin di- 
vine e Beings, are three diſtin Gods. But the God of the 
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nor diſprove it; yet upon this znrevealed, and unintelli- 


gible diſtinction, is built a chief part of your hypotheſis— . 


gi | 7 
%s 
21 
C3 
; ; | 
N 0 ö 
* 8 p 
4 2 4 » 
*: 3 
„ 8 
N . 
C4 . 7 
i 
$3 54 ; 
i# an 
8 
* 
1. 
1 
% * p 
925 
p 
{1% 
Ky, > 
4 
* 


Tm] 


Ghiriſtians is but one: bor to us 5 there is br, one G. the 
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PASS : 


0 B J ECT. 10. &« 7 Being is is one e ede of 


another eſſence, or one in the ſame eſſence, whoſe conti- 


nuance in exiſtence is abſolutely. ſeparate and uncon- 


| need with others of the - ſame nature, as is the caſe with 
mankind, whoſe nature is one, but multiplied and di- 
vided; but the divine eſſence neither can be multiplied: 
| nor divided, and though the glorious three are diſtin- 8 
. guiſhed in their perſonal mode of ſubſiſtence, * _ 
are but one eternal * &c. p. 16. 


1 1. This. . ſentence appears to me quite 


. ; confuſed. ; Surely Beings of the ſame eſſence may conti- 
nue in exiſtence, though they be not abſolutely ſeparate, 


and unconnected with each other: the whole church of 


God is/compoſed of diſtinct Beings of the ſame nature; 
| yet | they are members one of another, in ſeparably united 
by one Spirit, and joined to one * head, even Chriſt. Sce 
6 1 280 iv. 5, 16. Col. ii. 19. 


Anim; 2. You ought to hag told us; if you "cult, 


er conſtitutes the diſference betwixt a perſon and a Being, 
or what ideas you have of it For my part, I know of 

none; + every diſtin intelligent perſon or agent is, in 
the full and proper ſenſe of the word, a diſtin rational 


Being: and though you deny this, you cannot tell why, 


Ses Divine Revelation, p. 317, 118. 


> 


pur the Hoo clai 


rn 1 


As to what you have ſaid on the meaning of Hebrew 
Words, p. 16, 17. it is needleſs for me to fay any thing; 3 


every intelligent reader muſt I think allow, that it would 


have denn 10 wiſdom, not t to have meddled with them. 


F 11. yo As God nk not and in need of, 
neither did he ever-employ any one creature, either as an 


efficient or inſtrumental cauſe in creation-work, Heb, lit. 


4. He that _ (or created) all things, is God,” — 
5 it as his own- -pebuliar work, Iſaiah 
xliv. 247 p. 18. 


"Aw. I, That God RW all things by his o own Son, 


the ſeriptures frequently declare, and that in the moſt 


plain and expreſs terms : neither is Chriſt, God's firſt- 


born Son, to be ranked among the creatures ; ; for he was 


begotten of God, before his works, of old, by whom 
alſo God created all things, as the ſeripture witneſſeth: 


but if you do not believe what the ſcriptures teſtify of 
Chriſt, I am ſorry! for i it however, for the ſake of them 
185 that do, I refer to the following plain texts—John i n 


1 Cor. viii, 6. Col. i. 15, 16. Heb. i. 2. Now 


in 1 4 ſeriptures it is manifeſt two perſons are diſtinctly 
mentioned, and one of them is declared to be greater 


than the other, and to have made all things by the other; 


and the greater is all along called Gad abſolutely, or God © 
the Father; and the other i is called the Word, and | Sons 
andi image of God. | 


| Answ. 2. Heb. | M4 Which you have W is del 


againſt you. Only hexe al ſo, as on other occaſions, you. have : 
5 N and concealed that part of the t text which Would 


diſcover 
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LW 
diſcover the fallacy of your argument, and make our doc- 
trine plain and manifeſt, Take the whole verſe as it ſtands, 
and then let the reader judge for himſelf. 5 Every houſe is 
| builded by ſome man, but he that built all things is God.” 
Now do not theſe words plainly declare, that God doth 
A things by ſome ſuitable” inſtrument? The former 
cülauſe of the text is as true 45 the latter, and the former 
aſſerts that every houſe is builded by ſome man; there 
| fore as an inſtrument he muſt have ſome hand in it 3 
but at the fame time, as he doth it not by wiſdom or 
. power originally of himſelf, or as a Being db/olutely inde= 
2 pendent, but as one dependent on God, from whom all 
; bis wiſdom And power are derived; therefore all things 
are of GodIn the ſame Tenſe the Pſalmiſt ſaith, Ex- 
| cept the Lord build the houſe, they labour in vain that 
bpulld it; —in like manner, the man Chriſt Jeſus. builds E 
che houſe of God, which is the church; but Jehovah, | 
God the Father, doth it iy him as the ſcripture teflifies, 


Compare Zech. vi. 12, 13. with Ifa. xlix. 5, 6. ch. lxi. 


1, 2, 3. Heb. xiii, 20, 21; therefore we deny not, but 


54 firmly believe, as Iſaiah ſpeaks, that Jehovah alane is the 7 
Treator of all things, and the redeemer of his people, as 45 


the surx SME and efficient cauſe, of whom are all things; 
and that none of the heathen idols, whom the people then 


worſhipped, could have any hand in it: but the text doth 


not declare, nor mean, that God made the worlds, or 
redeemed his people, without an inſtrumental cauſe, or 
medium; did Jehovah make all things without Chriſt ? 

did he redeem. the church without Chriſt ? ſee Eph, iii. 

9. 2 Cor. v. 18. True, the Son could do nothing of 

3 himſelf, as he in and again declares ; ;; but it pleaſed 
| the 


b as 1 ' 
ine Father that in bim ſhould all fulneſs dwell; ſee John 
v. 19, 30. Col. i. 19. Did not God alſo bring Iſrael out 


of Egypt, and lead him thro' the wilderneſs, by the hand | 


of Moſes and Aaron ? Pſ. bxxvii. 20. Yet it is ſaid the 


Lorp alone did lead him: when therefore it is ſaid the 


Lon p alane, &c. the Lokd is not oppoſed to his choſen 
_ inſtruments by whom HE did it, but to falſe gods; ; ſee 
> the text where it occurs, Deut. XXXii. 12. In the ſame 


| fenſe i is Iſaiah xliv. 24. to be underſtood, as * manifeſt 


. from the ae of the whole - 


Ongzcr. 12; © But you alle ſupport your doftine | 


from the 8th of the Proverbs, MM the Lord poſſeſſed me 


| in the beginning of his ways, before his works of old,” 


. How you can underftand the pre-exiſtence of the human 


| ſoul from this, is what I cannot account for, unleſs you. 
are fully refolved, right or wrong, to put ſuch a meaning 
on N., That there are two perſons included is cer- 
tain, and that they are two divine coequal perſons i is as 
certain ; for it appears from the text, that each perſon 
Was from eternity, and none but Deity i is or can be eter- f 
nal—Agreeable to Prov. viii. 23. is Pſal. ii. 6. yet have 
I ſet my king,” &c, not I will, but I have,” implying his 
being that divine perſon, whom God the F ather, repre- 


: ſenting fue Deity, covenanted with, i Ke. p. 25 2 23. 


25 Ars w. Every thing that had an ene before time 
ab, or before the worlds were made, may be called ; 
eternal. —But your expoſition, of this paſſage (Prov. Vili. 
22, 23) is ſo manifeſtly falſe, that I will venture to ſay, 
you have both miſrepreſented the facred writer, and cor- 
VE rupted 


K 
rupted the text; and if any of your readers have been 
weak enough to believe what you have faid upon it ; they 
Alſo have been impoſed upon and deceived by you: for 
ver. 23 ſays nothing at all of Jehovah's eternal exiſtence; 
nor doth the ſpeaker there ſay any thing about the begin= 
ning or period of his own exiſtence ; and yet that is the 
only verſe in the whole chapter where the word everlaſt- 
ing occurs but he there ſpeaks of a different ſubject, and 
is only ſhewing us when he was /et up, or anointed, and 
this he tells us was from everlaſting, or from eternity. 
Certain it is that the perſon muſt exiſt before he could be 
ſet up ; therefore, according to your ſenſe of the text, he 
muſt have exiſted before eternity, which is a glaring abſur- : 
dity. Likewiſe what the ſpeaker meant by the term ever- 
lafling ; ; he himſelf, leſt any one ſhould miſtake him, imme- ; 
diately declares, in the very next words, viz, From the begin- 
ning, or ever the earth was : th us h rom everlaſting, and from the 
beginning, are uſed by him as ſynonymous terms, that 7 
mean the very ſame thing ; j and the latter phraſe both ex- es 
plains, and fixes the ſenſe of the former; now the phraſe 
from the beginning never means abſolute eternity ; but when 
 —_ | ſpoken of duration, always denotes ſome certain, or emis» 
= nent period of time; therefore from- everlaſting hath in 
this place no ſuch meaning as you have imagined, More- - 7 
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cover, when this ſame perſon calls himſelf the beginning of $5: 
Jehovah's way, ver. 22. it denotes the firſt and chief of A 
his way; and that as begotten of him, or brought forth 


by him: after the ſame manner the apoſtles alſo ſpeak of 

him Js « that which was from the beginning—in the be- 

ginning \ was the word—who i is the image of the inviſible 

God, the firſt-born of every creature.” Chriſt, then, is 
F Ee LY : 


* 
— 


N 


the 3 and chief of all the Ways of God; and had. an 
exiſtence with God in the beginning of time, before his 


works of old; whom he hath appointed heir of all things; 
by | him alſo he made the worlds. Neither doth the Hebrew 
word tranſlated everlaſting, in Prov. viii. 23. always ſignify 
nor ſtrictly mean eternal; but it denotes ſome certain pe- 
riod of time; and is often rendered of ald, as. in Gen, vi. 4. 
Joſ. xxiv. 24; ſo that the above paſſage has a direct 


2 meaning to that which you would force upon 
t. As, then, the living God cannot with propriety and 
= Hae be ſaid to be the beginning of Jehovah's way, and 

to have been begotten of him, or ſet up by him and yet 


all theſe are declared concerning the perſon who ſpeaks 


LE Sec Parkburtt Lex. on n the word oy. | ” 


in the text, and that with his own mouth; I therefore 
infer, that the paſſage relates to, and that the words were 
ſpoken by, the man Chriſt Jeſus, of whom alone theſe. 
things are plainly declared in many other ſeriptures. See 
Pſal. Ixxx. 17. John i. 1, 14, 18, 30. vi. 62. 2 Tim. 
1. 9. —Likewiſe, becauſe David, Pſal. ii. 6, ſpeaks in the 
: paſt tenſe, © not I vill, but J have,” therefore you infer 
_ Chriſt's divinity : unaccountable reaſoning ! but the pro- 
pähet's ſpeaking there in the paſt tenje doth no more prove 
that the thing there ſpoken of was then actually done, 
than his uſing the ſame tenſe, ver. 1, 2. proves that 
_ Chriſt had been actually betrayed by the Jeroiſb high- 
prieſts, and delivered by Pilate to be crucified, when David 
| penned that pſalm, See Acts iv. 25—28, This text like- 
wiſe plainly declares directly the contrary to what you 
5 haue „ ; for — is there ſaid to be " * by 1 19 


—— NES. apt, — 2 t 1 
- * — * 


— 
8 — 
bi T9 — N E- 
NC ů ů — aus 
———— —  — rnd nag i. oe — 
> 


2 I ͤ IT —ů 
R ˙ . — — 
S ” _— 4] - — 
* — —. . — - » * 
— 833 — . = ons * 
, ot 5 . = 
A 1 n 
mung — — — 
1 
= p 84 * 
© F *4* 3; * $2 : 


be fn * a 
: 


1 1 
: van, and to be Jenovan's King; but he that is Jehovah's 
4 King, muſt certainly mean either one above him, or one 
- below him: theſe ſcriptures therefore are ſo far from proving 
your notions to be true, that they manifeſtly diſprove and 
refute them, — What you mean by the Father's repreſent- 
: ing ABSOLUTE DETTy, I know not; can you yourſelf 
tell me what you meant by it? I Gop the FATHER ever. 
repreſented, in 7 10 be what be 1 is not R 


Onner. 13. He PEPE it not e to be 


with God, but, &c. which text you manifeſtly pervert; ; 


for cbuld ever a human perſon be in that ſituation; as 
that it could have been no robbery i in him to have claimed 
an equality with God ?—If the perſon ſpoken of was infi- 


| nitely inferior to God, as human perſon is, then "4 


there was no great humility in the tranſaction, eſpecially 5 
in a human ſoul being cloathed with a human body, 

| which is an eſſential part of his being. And, by the 
way, to be in the form of a ſervant, is really to be a ſer- 
vant; ſo alſo to be i in | the form of Toole” is = EN to * 


ö Gat? ET) p. 2 4s 2 wi 


| | Answ, 1. Was it no great Wie in Chriſt . Y 
dered as a human ſpirit exiſting in, and with God, the 
_ only begatten of the FATHER, and fir/t born of all creation, 
| poſſeſſed of inconceivable glory and bleſſedneſs; to diveſt 
himſelf of that glory, and take human fleſh, that therein 
he might ſuffer and die for ſinful men? If this was not 
1 5 humility, I know not what is: whatever you may think 
1 of the matter, God hath highly exalted him, and crowned 
8 him with glory. and honour as a reward for it; and 1 


ſuppoſe roo 


291 
ſuppoſe Mr. Weir himſelf will hardly fay, that God 
exalted God, or that God rewarded God for his humilia- 
tion and ſufferings ? which yet he muſt do, or elſe con- 
tradict himſelf; but we believe that the ſame nature, as 
well as the ſame perſon that ſuffered death for us; is the 
very ſame which God He exalted, and crowned with 
ante and. honor. 


Aus w. 2. Should any one + Tough that Chriſt's bag 5 


equal with God relates to his form, as being the moſt full, 
N perfect, and expreſs image of God; or, to his having been fo 


= united to God, and one with him, that he was under no 6b- 


Tigation to come down from heaven and ſ uffer for us, with- 
out his own free cenſent; or, to the Father's having given ; 
to the Son to have life i in himſelf; or, to his having given 
him all power both i n heaven and i in earth ; it, * ſay, on any | 
of theſe accounts, ſome ſhould ſuppoſe that Chriſt may 
be faid to be equal with God; I will not deny it, nor con- 


785 tend with them about it: but it i manifeſt that none 


nor all of theſe reſemblances do properly denote a ſtrict 
and abſolute equality; 3 therefore they are not fo to be un- 
derſtood + ; but I beg leave to obſerve, that Phil. ii. 6. 
will bear to be rendered very different from what we have 
it; and may I think be fairly tranſlated thus: *# Who, 
6 8 he was in the form of God, thought not of the 
robbery to be equal with God,” &c, It is a parallel 
text with 2 Cor. viii. 9. ** who though he was rich,” &c. 
In one of theſe texts Chriſt is ſet forth as a pattern of 
love to his church; and in the other of humility ; and in 
5 both eee e to imitate him as his Exam 


45 See this t text forther opened, Divine Revelation p. 8 5 59 22 z 5 
| | | ple : . 


* 


F 


ple: the ſcope alſo of the paſſage evidently requires that 


we thus underſtand it; for it is manifeſt that the perſon 
of whom theſe things are ſpoken underwent | a- moſt im- 
portant change, and actually ſuffered death in the fleſh. 
for us; but Deity, a divine perſon, could not do this: 
therefore I reckon it to be moſt properly meant of Chriſt's 

human ſoul, as pre-exiſting with God, and in the form of 


| God; for who but man is ever ſaid to be the image and 


glory of God? ſee 1 Cor. xi. 7. and this glorious image 
of God certainly includes the form of God; but Chriſt, 
the only begotten Son, who is the firſt-born of all ere- 
ation, and the firſt- born among many brethren; is the 
brighteſt, faireſt, and moſt expreſs image of the inviſible 
God: now it is allowed by all divines, that it is not the 
body, but the immortal ſoul, that chiefly reſembles God, 


al nd bears his image; it is therefore moſt proper to under- 


ſtand this place of Chriſt's human ſoul, and chat as glo- 
riouſſy exiſting in the image and form of God, before he 


took human fleſh ; and I am perſuaded you cannot deny. c 


this, without denying that the perſon who came down 5 
from heayen died for us ; or elle, making, Deity ſelf to : 


Aus., 3. To bet in the few of a ſervant lth o not mean | 
- that Chriſt was a ſervant in the ſtrict and proper ſenſe of 
the term; but that, in obedience to his F ather, and be- 8 
cauſe he delighted to do his will, he freely aſſumed that 
ſorm, and humbled himſelf to obey and ſuffer as a ſer= 

vant; © though he were a ſon, yet learned he obedience 

b the things which he ſuffered,” Heb. v. 8. Thus by 

8 the Father, s 3 gracious appointment, and his g own e . 

= con- 


1 


condeſcenſion, he, for our ſakes,” took the form and 
name, and acted as a ſervant; being ſtill, in his own pro- 
per perſon, the Son of God, and heir of all things. See 


John xiii. 1 3, 14. Heb. iii. 5, 6.—Therefore that Form 
| of a ſervant, which Chriſt aſſumed, doth not relate to 


what he was in his own perſon; but only in viſible ap- 
pearance, and by office; in like manner, the Form of God 


_ doth not import that he was really God in his own pro- 


per perſon, but that he appeared, and ated as God ; hav- 


ing received that glory from the Father, and being by 


him authorized and impowered ſo to do; God the Father 
at the ſame time dwelling in him, and working by him.— 


Beſides, the form of a thing cannot be the thing itlelf, | 


for then it Oy Den to be the om of it. 


Onner. 14. * Your aflerting that the Fathers God- 


| head is the Godhead of Chriſt, has no propriety in it, 


unleſs Chriſt be conſidered, as indeed he is, an eſſential = 
and coequal perſon in Deity.— If the Son, perſonally 
conſidered, is only human, as you ſay, then he has the 

| Godhead only by way of gift ; which i is an Shop: in 


: itſelf, ” * 26. 


: : Aus w. Is ths Gedhead of the Father his own di- 


vine nature or eſſential Deity, whereby he hath life in him- 
ſelf ? And hath he not alſo giver to the Son to have life in 


- himſelf ? SeeJohn iii. 34. and ch. v. 26. And will you call : 
that an abſurdity which Chriſt and his apoſtles have in 
4 expreſs words declared and teſtified ? How bold! and how 
profane is blind zeal | Now from the above, and-other 
N parallel texts, 1 thus : : As that which the F ather 


YJave 


(A) 


8 kr) was: 8 own n efftial Spirit; ; it could meiner be an 
other nature, nor another perſon ; nor be at all ale 
from him: conſequently where-ever that divine Spirit. is, 
there God the Father himſelf i is: 6 Do not I fill hea- 
ven and earth, ſaith Janovan. iy and hence .our Lord 
. conſtantly ſpeaks of the F ather as dwelling in him, and 
being in heaven at the ſame time. Every action likewiſe 5 
of that divine Spirit is the action of God the Father: 
cherefore that quickening divine property muſt be always 
referred to him, and included in him; and thus Chriſt 
himſelf declared, that the Father, who dwelt in him, did 
| thoſe very works which he by the Spirit was conſtantly 
doing; ſeeing then Chriſt, in his own proper perſon, did 


w_ actually receive from the Father that divine property, or 


quickening Spirit, whereby he hath life in himſelf, even as 
the Father hath life in himſelf ; and at the ſame time 
every work which Chriſt wrought under the influence 


and by the power of that divine Spirit, God the F ather 1 


himſelf is ſaid to do; it is I think ſcripturally plain and 
manifeſt, that there is not only a propriety,” but a certain 
truth, in our aſſerting. that the Godhead' of the Father is 
the Godhead of Chriſt; for from the F ather Chriſt re- 
ceived it, as he himſelf teſtified ; and therefore to the Fa- 
ther perſonally Chriſt alſo ee referred it: 1 can 
{faith he) of my own ſelf do nothing; but my „Ng 
who dwelleth in me, he doth: the works :— but it cannot 
with the ſame propriety be ſaid that the Godhead. of the 
Father is the Godhead of the ſaints; becauſe God doth 
not qwell in the ſaints in all his divine fulneſe, as „ 


8 dwells in Chriſt; nor hath he given to any one of them | 


t have life in himſelſ as he hath given to Chriſt, —As 


1 33 1 


then God the F ather hath given to his aan Jefus Chriſt 8 
to have life in himſelf; even as he the F ather hath life 


in himſelf; and yet by this communication of his eſſen⸗ 


tial Spirit to the Son, the Divine BEIxd, i. e. God the 
F ather, is in no ſenſe whatever either multiplied or di- 
vided ; therefore, I infer, that the Godhead of the Father 
is the Godhead of Chriſt, and that for this reaſon only. 


Onject, I 5. e Chrift took. no part of human na- 


ture into union with himſelf, prior to his taking all the 


conſtituting parts that belong to it; otherwiſe I humbly 


think he could not properly be the ſeed of Abraham ; for 


. when it is ſaid, that he took not on him the nature of angels, by, 
but the ſeed of Abraham, the contraſt between the nature of 
angels, and the ſeed of Abraham, lies | in the ſoul : as s yell 


as the body,” p p. 27. "Pr 
4 Answ. Heb. ji. 16. ſpeaks nothing of the nature e of 
angels; theſe words, the nature of, are not in the Greek ; ; 
and the marginal reading is to be preferred, 1 i. e. he laid 


not hold on angels, viz. the fallen angels, but he laid 
hold on the ſeed of Abraham, i. e. God's elect among 
men, not of the Jews only, but alſo of the Gentiles; ſee. 


John viii. 30. Rom. iv. 11—18, ch. ix. 7, 8. Gal. iii. 
throughout: as therefore he apprehended, in order to re- 
deem, fallen ſinners of the human race, it behoved him, 


as it follows, ver. 17. to be made in all things like unto 


his brethren; i. e. as the apoſtle had ſaid above, ver. 14. 


to take part of fleſh and blood with them : and hence the : 
neceſſity of his incarnation. Beſides, that which, the 
| Worp and Sow of God aſſuined, and whieh the Father 
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34 1 
: prepared for him to 5 in, when he came down from 
heaven, is called 2 temple, or tabernacle ; ; and this is de- 
clared to be his body.— — He ſpake of the temple of his 
” body,” John i li. 21.— 6 A miniſter of the true iabernaces 
On which the Lord pitched, and not man, ' Heb, viii. 2.— 
„ body haſt thou prepared me,” Heb. X. 5 —80 che s 
| apoſtles ſpeak of their own bodies—** Our 21850 houſe 
of this tabernacle,” 2 Cor. v. 1—4.—“ Put off this my 
tabernacle, 2 Pet. i. 14.—** Your body is the temple,” 
Ke, 1 x Cor. vi. 19. When therefore ĩt is ſaid the WORD ; 
was made fleſh, and dwelt or tabernacled among us, it is 
moſt teaſonable, and moſt agreeable. to ſcripture phraſe, 


to underſtand thereby the body of Chriſt. in distinction | 
from his human ſpirit. =” 


on ECT, 16. crit. was 22 ſet up in tis a- 

1 pacity of Man-mediator from eternity, and in this light the 

IJ Old Teſtament ſaints conſidered him.—In this view we 
may eaſily account for the text you lay fo great a ſtreſs : 


55 in proof of the pre-exiſtence of Chriſt's human foul, | 


- John xvii. 5. |. Our Lord is not here ſpeaking of that : 


eſſential glory which he eternally had with the Father i in 
: Deity, but of the glory be had as Mediator, which in 


that capacity he enjoyed before che „ e necd of the 
world,” p. 29- 


Avswv. The reader 880 only be eddie; that this 

fame Mr. Weir, who here tells us that Chriſt was actually 
ſet up in the capacity of Man Mediator from eternity, 

Loth not as velive At the man Chriſt did o much | 


> 


48 4 Ss. Divine Renton &c. 4 to, 3» &.. 


— IDs. vere —U — — — 


e : 

as actually exift till 4000 years aſter the creation: ſo tha, jb + 
Mr. Weir's doctrine is this; the man Chriſt actually * 

bore and enjoyed the mediatorial office; long, long before 
He had any actual being: I hope, before he attempts a 


ſecond reply, he will endeavour to make his plan a little Ai | 
more conſiſtent with itſelf ;.and that he will not go about —_ 
to pluck the mote out of his brother's eye, before he hath i 
Arſt pulled the beam out of his own : «© Thou that OM . | j { 
another, 8 8 thou not e 3 ; bi | 
Oz jxcr. 17. 85 * Jacob was mide to 1 that the 1 man | 0 
-who wreſtled with him was Jehovah Chriſt, as appears 5 1 
Gen. xxxiii. 30. hne fame glorified perſon is ſpoken op bs 
ol in the moſt lofty characters Hol. xii. 5. This fully 1 
proves the abſolute Deity of Chriſt, dut gives no coun- | jg 
TEN to nnn p. 30. bg | | Al 
"= Ai; e wreſtling with a man plainly indices ö . 
che exiſtence of the perſon of that man with whom he 10 
wreſtled, for he did not wreſtle with the phantom of a 1 
man, with that which had no exiſtence: Hoſ. xii, 4. calls 
kim an angel; and ver. 5. only declares that IEHOVA | 
God the Father was then with him, and in him, and ſpake 
oy by. him: which expoſition of the paſſage intirely agrees 
with what the ſcriptures in other places teſtify of the Fa- 
1 ther and the Son, both with reſpect to their conſtant union 


and perſonal diſtinction; it ſhews alſo that God the Fa- 
ther is revealed and manifeſted to us by the Son: ſee Gen. 
xlviii. 15, 16. Exod, xxili. 20-23. ch. iii. 3, 4. com- 
Pared with Acts vii. 30, 35. John xiv. 24. 1 Thus 
we ſee that the perſon with whom Jacob wreſtled is in 
E 2 Hoſea 


82.14 
| Hoſea called an angel, and in Geneſis /a man; and whe = 
could this be but the angel of the covenant, the mania 
| God's right hand ? Now as God himſelf is inviſible, and 
was never manifeſted nor revealed to any one but in nd | 
by the Mediator, which, as the apoſtle teſtifies, is the 
man Chriſt Jeſus, x Tim. ii. 5.; and as Jacob declared | 
that he had ſeen God face to face: I infer therefore it 
8 was immediately with Chriſt that Jacob, by faith, wreſtled, 
and with God in him; who on that occaſion alſo was ma- 
nifeſted unto him; fee 1355 xii. 45 15. . 


0 11 ECT. 18. e Pe 12 reſpect to the three glorious 
perſons in Deity, how doth he pray that the church in 
general, and the Coloſſians in particular, might be eſta- 

. iſhed in the grand truth of the Trinity of perſons in the 
incomprehenſible God? Col. li. 2,—Asi it really is ſpoken 
of three diſtinct perſons, and the very three mutually con- 

cerned as efficients in our ſalvation, then we ſee a pro- 
priety, cc. — The ſame truth ariſes from many texts of 
ſcripture, as 2 Theſſ. i ü. 5. In this the ſame three di- 
vine perſons are diſtinctly mentioned, and the perſon in 
Col. ii. 2. ſtiled God, is here named Jehovah (the holy | 
- Ghoſt) for this is his province in the great work of ſav- 


| os ſinners, to fill their hearts with the love of (50d, to 
eſtabliſh, 6, Kc. p 75 15 33 


LANE. Col. ij. 2. is quite foreign to your purple. : 
7 every expolitor that I have met with rejects your ſenſe of - 
Aten Suppoſe the particle xa in this text be rendered cen, 
as it is in many other places; ; ſee 1 Cor. xv. 24. God 

even the F ather; 2 Cor. i. 3. Bleſſed be God, een 


e on oo TO N the 


L 37 1 
the F ather of © our Lord Jeſus Chriſt : ;” then it will plainly 
appear that your laboured expoſition of the text hath no- 
thing at all to ſupport it; and how great muſt be you: 
confuſion, when the whole ground of your confidence i is 
taken? away! but whether the particle be rendered and or 
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even, it is clear and certain that God the Father is but. | 

one perſon, In James i. 27. it is rendered and; ch. iii. Il! 
9. eden. This Dr. Guyſe, in his paraphraſe on Eph. i. 5 i 

: 1. hath particularly noted in the following words: „ iy 


* — 
. 
Sor 


— 
8 


N to the faithful (as wires, without the article) might be = 
tranſlated even to the faithful; for the particle (val) ren- 
dered and, frequently ſignifies even in the New Teſta- _ 
ment, when it comes between two nouns, the firſt of Bid 
which has the article, the other not; as may be ſeen in 1 ö 0 
: many inſtances, where i it is tranſlated uy; in others even; _— 
as in ver. 3. Rom. xv. 6, Col. ii. 2, and in ſeveral other 
places.” - Beza alſo affirms the very ſame thing: ſo that 
It appears to be from want of due conſideration, and un- l 1 
. derſtanding the text, that you ſo confidently, : and I may. - is 
T venture to add ignorantly, aſſert that the apoſtle there 
ſpeaks of three diſtin perſons: and here, by the way, 1 
obſerve, that this very text plainly ſhews that God ij is but” | 
one perſon ; and that this God is the Father of Chriſt; 
and that Chriſt his Son is not the F ather, but i is another 
. perſon properly diſtinct from him; ſo that the errors of the 1 
Trinitarians and Sabellions are both at the ſame time refuted 1 
ind condemned by this ſingle text. Neither doth 2 Theſſ. 1 
3 ili. v v. ſpeak of three diſtinct perſons, but Chriſt 1 1 
is the Lord there ſpoken of: and I never find that the holy —— ” 
| Ghoſt is called Lord any-where i in ſcripture, but it expreſiy . . 
teſtifies the ct, 3 for as there | is to us chriſtians F We 


2 Sn. 


o 


one i 8 i z 


TW 1 
ane Go the Father, ſo there is but one „Lonb, even 
Jeſus Chri NM; and you might as well have ſaid, that by the 
name Lord is meant the holy Ghoſt i in the 7th, $th, or 
- 9th verſes of the firſt chapter; as in the 5th verſe of the 
third chapter, for in both places the noun is repeated in- 
ſtead of the proncun.— Neither doth the word Lord in this 

| place anſwer to Jenovan : The New Teſtament was 
not written in Hebrew, but in Greek, — Neither i is it the 
peculiar province of the holy Ghoſt to fill the hearts of the 
ſaints with the love of God, and to eftabliſh them i in the 


faith," &c. but God the Father doth it himſelf, in, and 5 


with the Mediator Jeſus Chriſt, by his own Spirit, as as 
the ſcriptures plainly and fully teſtify. Nor he which 


ſtabliſheth us with you, in Chriſt, and hath anointed us, 
is God: who hath alſo ſealed us, and given 1 the n 1 


of the Spirit! in our hearts,” 2 Car. i 1. 21, 22. See alſo 
2 'Thefl. ii. 16. 1 Cor. vi. 19. Acts v. 32. And here 1 


5 obſerve further, that there is juſt the ſame reaſon for ma- 8 


king the holy Spirit d inc from Gop abſolutely, as from f 


the FaTHER perſonally ; and he that doth the one, may . 


upon the very ſame ground do the other alſo: conſe- 
8 quently the orthodox plan, ſo called, cannot poſſibly reſt on 
. any other than an Arian bottom. They may pretend 8 
deny this; but I am perſuaded they will never be able to 
diſprove it, ſo long as the ſcriptures are held and main- 
tained to be the chriſtian's only rule of faith; e 
5 full, and 1 8 2107 Js 


3 19. « hs you do 3 PE char: Chriſt : 
is not to be addreſſed with the ſame degree of worſhip as 


abſolute Deity, you ought to have told us what degree 
ſhort 


h 1 39 J 


mort of ſupreme worſhip ought to be addreſſed to him 1 
but he himſelf hath told us, that all men ſhould honour 


the Son even as they honour the F ather,” p. 34. 


Axs w. 1 hore already told you *; Hue I here RIG 


7 further, that the worſhip given to Chrift is, 1, that which 


God himſelf hath commanded to be given him, as to an- 


other perſon in diſtinction from himſelf ; and therefore it 


is not the very ſame that is given and due to the living 
God who commanded it, 2. It is given to Chriſt as a 


_ perſon whom God the Father hath exalted, therefore it is 5 


not the ſame that is given to him that exalted him. 
The reaſon alſo why God hath thus exalted him, and 


' commanded every knee to bow to him, is expreſly men- 


tioned, viz, becauſe he was obedient unto death, &c. 
therefore it is not that very ſame honour which is given 


to the living God, but ! is what ſome divines have rightly 0 
called mediatorial worſhip, and is properly due to the man 
Chrift Jeſus, becauſe he died for us, and is now exalted 1 
of God to be a prince and a ſaviour.— This diſtinction 1 


1 1 is 5 e out to us in n Rev. v. ha 14. 


ber 15 you worſhip Chriſt | in his own proper perſon, 
-” as the living Ged, 1 aſk by what Mediator you come unto 
him? To worſhip the Mediator, as the Mediator, i is what 8 
God hath commanded to worſhip God eyen the F ather, 


by a Mediator, is the doctrine of the prophets and apo- 


files ; but to worſhip God without the intervention of a 
| Mediator, is preſumption and folly : neither can you truly 5 
— God, or his Chriſt, at all, if you wake r 
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of them i in any other way. —But 1 intend to ſpeak. more 
largely on this ſubject i in * THO to 11 e to 
which I refer the reader. | 


© Oxgxecr, 20. © If Chriſt is conſidered only as a hu- 
man perſon in his doing and dying, his obedience and 
ſufferings were only finite, and could not katisfy infinite 
Juſtice, nor procure eternal life —Thus every notion of 
_ Chrift's inequality draws us off from a dependence on 
his righteouſneſs ; and this is no mere imagination, but 
matter of fact; for all they, to a man, who deny the co- 
equality of the Son with the Father, they all, I ay, ſeck | 
for acceptance with God 115 their own n works,” ko 36 


AN s w. 1. If Chriſt be not - confided as u human 
61 his doing and dying, how can his obedience 
and death be available for the redemption of human per- 
ſons ? or how could his righteouſneſs be at all imputed 
to them; for the law, which man hath broken, required 
| obedience and ſatisfaction from man, not from God: 
Dae ſame nature that ſinned muſt ſuffer, and no other: the 
obedience and ſufferings of the divine Lawgiver himſelf 
were impoſlible ; nor indeed could any nature, nor any 
perſon, fulfil man's obligation to the divine law; but the 
human nature, and a human perſon only: for as the law 
was made for man, and the obligation only lay on man 
do fulfil it; the fulfilment of that law; and ſatisfaction 
for the breach of it, could be only made by man, and 
this the ſcripture plainly teaches us; “ for ſince by man 
came death, by man alſo eame the reſurrection from the 
85 dead, 1 Vor. xv. 21. e Chriſt died for us as a 
Us | Rs dk human 


LED 
human perſon. 2. If Chriſt died not as a human per- 


ſon, it is impoſſible that he ſhould die: at all, unleſs as an 
angel; for the living God cannot die. 3. Chriſt, we 


know ollered himſelf to God; and we are alſo aſſured 
that God i is ſatisfied with his offering ; therefore it is cer- 


tain, that the ſufferings and oblation of the man Chriſt. 


| Jeſus, were as meritorious to redeem us irom death, as 


the tranſgte fon of the firſt Adam was to bring us under 


the power of it 1 er us; by the. ijuledionce of ONE _ 


many were made ſinners, ſo by the oledience of ONE 


mall many be . made. righteous,” Rom. v. 19. 4. This 
doctrine is ſo far from drawing us off from a dependence 


on Chriſt's rightcouſneſs, that on the contrary it directly 
leads us to it, and confirms us init: for we know and be- 


| lieve that Chriſt's offering was a moſt ſuitable ſacrifice 
for our fins - which God himſelf provided, and which he 
alſo hath accepted for us, Whether all they who deny a 

co-equality of the Son with the Father, in your ſenſe of 


the terms, do feek for acceptance by their own works, will 


be known hereafter; when, I doubt not, Mr. Weir will : 
be found have borne falſe witneſs Appin his neighbour. 


| On JECT. 21. He who was rich ( infinitely, eſſentially, 
and eternally rich, with all the perfections and poſſeſſions 


of Deity) ſor our ſakes became poor, t that we through 


his poverty might be made rich in grace and glory, thro” 


5 his infinite obedience and ſuffering unto. death, not as a 


human but as a divine perſon, obeying, ſuffer; ing, and dying 

| in that human nature which he aſſumed; , -- 
: Acts xx. Heb. in Jer. xxiii. F rom this, and much more 5 
5 that might be pereinpntly: obſerved, it appears, that Chriſt 


OM : ſuffered 


* 


tan 


ſuffered not as d human, but as a- divine ale, en, 1N our na- 


ture, p. 35, 36. 


Ab. Here you roundly aſſert, that Chriſt ſuffered 


in his Godhead, or as a divine perſon: could this be the 


living God? Can you poſſibly believe it? Give your- 


ſelf time, Sir, to think a little; ſurely you will not, in 
your ſober ſenſes, venture to affirm of the living God, 


that He, in a proper ſenſe, ſuffered pain and death: and 8 
if not, all that you have ſaid about Chrift's divinity is 


Wy” void of ſenſe and meaning; your doctrine is, in 
my opinion, Arianiſm diſguiſed; only you have given it 
another name, and dreſſed it up in words and terms 


borrowed from the Conſul/tantiali Ar; whereby ſome 
of your weak and credulous readers may have been 
| impoſed upon and deceived : for do not your words plainly 
declare that Chriſt, as Cad, ſuffered and died ? but could = | 
z this be any other God than what the Arians believe Chriſt 5 
to be, viz, a mutable, ſubordinate, and dependent Deity ? If 
I do not admire your prudence, yet I commend your 5 
| nefty : for although the arthed x Trinitarians, as ſome call 
them, are in general too well aware of the conſequence, 
as frankly to own, and boldly to declare, as Fo have = 
done, that Chriſt * ſuffered, as a divine perſon ;” * yet in 


order to be conſiſtent with themlelyes, they alſo my | 
How it, as 5 well as s you. 


* Opjxer. 42 « Your notion of Chrift, as being A ku- 


man perſon, enervates all the precepts and promiſes of x 


the goſpel; for how can we either believe i in, pray unto, ; 


or confide in him, if he is not omniſcient and omnipo- 5 


tent 


1 


tent, an and conſequently co-equal with the Father?“ &e. 


p. 37. 


Aus w. 7. Becauſe Jeſus is the Son of God, therefore 


85 he muſt not be confounded with that God, whoſe Chriſt 


and Son he is; ; for then he would not be the Chriſt, and 
Son of God: but we believe that he is truly and properly 


the Chriſt and Son of God, and that his Father is the only 


true God, as himſelf hath plainly told u us, and teſtified John 
viii. 54. ch. vii. 3 


Axs w. 2. "Becauſe Thus is the riß 1 Gov, he hath 
filled him with his own Spirit; but the Spirit of God is 
omniſcient and omnipotent, therefore the perſon who is 
| immeaſurably filled with that divine 8 pirit, knows all things, 
and can do all things. See Rev. v. 6. John v. 20. Mat. 
xxviii. 18. It i is plain, then, how Chriſt is to be con- | 
ſidered as omniſcient and omnipotent, without confound- 
ing him with the F ather, or making him another God 
beſides the Father: 66. for it pleaſed the Father, that in 


hi ous” ALL FULNESS dwell.” ay 


5 Ye 3. | Your n ſu ppoſes that the ſcripture 
commands us to pray unto no perſon but to Chriſt on] y. 5 
or that Chriſt is to be addreſſed in the very ſame manner as 
the Father is: but Chriſt is never addreſſed in the ſame 
manner as the Father is, but as the Mediator, and as him 


whom God hath made both Lord and Chriſt.— Stephen 


| prayed to him as ſuch in his dying moments ; he called 
upon him not as his God, but as his Lord, and as the 


Sen of man, whom he ſaw ſtanding at the r ight hand of | 


. God. 
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Go. Nor is the Father ever addreſſed in the ſame man- 


ner as Chriſt is, but always as the true God, and by Chriſty 


or in his name; this is often in direct terms declared 


in ſcripture, and when the words are not ſo expreſſed, 2 
they are evidently implied. — Therefore none of the Pre- 


cepts or promiſes of the goſpel are by us weakened, or 
— enervated; but quite the contrary: : for by our dodrine, . 
tte love of God in giving his Son, and the love of 


Chriſt in giving himſelf, are declared to be real falls; ; 


divinely true, and certain: whereas yours only repreſents Y 
it as barely nominal and figurotive, without having any 
proper realit y at all i in it: for how could the living God, 
a divine ſelf-exiſtent perſon, actually and properly give 


another divine ſelf-exiſtent perſon. or God! ? or can there 


be ts fuch ? or how could che living God, in a ſtrict 


and proper ſenſe, become poor, and ſuffer, and die? But 


if theſe be not your: real le ntiments ; then I think, I cd 
venture to aſſert, that you have. not yet intelligilly ex- 
5 = plained yourſelf to the common ſenſe and underſtanding of 
chriſtians, | 


\ Onjecer, 23. „The meaning of the ences; iz. Then 


| mall the Son alſo be in ſubjection to the Father, is not 
to be underſtood of Chriſt perſonally (for he now is in 
ſubjection, conſidered as the Lord's ſervant in the medi- 
atorial office, and does always the things that pleaſe him) 
but of the Son myſtically, that is the church which du- 
| ring her militant ſtate is not wholly in ſubjection, but at 
the conſummation of all things, then the Son (viz. in his 
| members): mall be brought into perlection of n and 


4 pa 5 
1 : 


tis 1 


and ſo into a full and willing ſubjection, and then God 8 


the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, the one incomprehen- | 
fible Jehovah ſhall be all in all.“ p. 38, 39. „ 9 
Axsw. 1. Whether you have borrowed this ſtrange ex- | f 
poſition of the text from ſome other Author; or whether it | 
be the product of your"own imagination, I cannot tell; 
but ſurely it is as wild and extravagant, if not much more 4 
ſo, as your extraordinary comment on Col. ii, 2. j 
Lr me beg of you for once to read over the paſſage as ö | 
it ſtands i in the Bible from ver. 22. to 28. of the chapter; 1 
for it is manifeſt that you have either forgotten it, or elſe N 
have miſrepreſented the apoſtle. Pleaſe to obſerve that N 
the perſon there ſpoken of, is, in ver. 22. declared ts ö 
be the Chriſt, and in ver. 28. the Sor himfalf; fo that . El 
| words have a any r meaning, or can at all expreſs, and fix the 


identity of : any one perſon, theſe moſt certainly do it: fure- 
ly a man muſt be either bl lind, or perverſe, to put any 
other r meaning upon them; for the apoſtle is all along 
8 evidently ſpeaking of one 85 perſon, who is the vi 
Con, and Chriſt of God. How then can theſe words be 
5 ſpoken and meant of t the e <<, or C hriſt myſtieal! 2 


| Answ. 2. All men are (aid to be mad; alive i or 85 e | | 
4 5 this Chriſt, ver. 22. But is that true, or can it be ſaid io 
of any of the ſaints, or of the whole church put 5 1 
together? Do they make all Men alive? But it is true 

of the man Chriſt Jeſus, and of him only, ſor ver. 45. he - 
: faith, The Jah. Adam was made a qickening VVV | | 
| ANSW. . FL 
N 1 


a 1 66 
Aus w. 3. If by Chriſt there be meant the church, then 
who are they that are CHRIST's? for he faith, ver. 23. 
* Chriſt the firſt fruits,” and afterward, * they that are 
"Cnr1sT's at his coming.“ But why do I ſpend time to 
prove that the ſun ſhines at noon-day ; ; who but the 

the blind c can N help ſeeing it! ? 

5 210 cover DE, nk. that by the Son himſelf the 
apoſtle meant, as his words plainly declare, one ſingle per- 
ſen, even Jeſus Chriſt, the Son of the living God, who 

is gone into Heaven, and is on the right hand of God; 
vo and authorities, and powers, being made ſubject 
unto him; and thus he reigns, and muſt reign until his 8 
enemies be made his footſtool; and when all things are 
ſubdued unto him, then ſhall the Son alſo himſelf be ſub- 
ject unto him, one perſon, not them, many perſons ; „ 8 
unto him that put all things under him ; that is, unto 
Govp, even the F ATHER, ver. 24. who is not many gods, 
and many perſons, but one only. And that the F ather 
is the one God there ſpoken of, is manifeſt from the 5 
whole Context, as alfo from other expreſs ſcriptures, 1 Cor. 
viii, 6. Eph. iv. 6. The Trinitarian ſyſtem alſo makes the 
(Son to deliver up the kingdom to himſelf; but to avoid, | 
281 ſuppoſe, that abſurdity, Mr. Weir hath ventured upon 
a new expoſition of the text, and thereby hath corrupted 5 | | 


5 the word of God, and made the . ae to a 
what! be never meant. 90 


Ars Ww. 


tn] 


5 4. The Ft ſpeaks nothing of Chriſt's 
| ſubjeQtion, as Mediator, now he is at the right hand of | 
God: he compleated his work as a ſervant when upon the 

my croſs, he ſaid, © It is finiſhed ; ” and now he ſits and 


reigns at God's right hand, not as his ſervant, but as his 


anointed 2 in Zion ;—he acted indeed in the capacity | 
of a ſervant when he was upon earth, but that ended when 


be had laid down his life for us, and taken it up again; 


and he is now no more a ſervant ſince his return to - 
heaven, than he was before he came down from thence ; 


— he now poſſeſſes the glory which he had with he 


Father before the world WAS, and is alſo crowned with 


5 additional glory and honor; becauſe in obedience to his 0 
divine Father, he freely laid down his life for us. Thus 


Chriſt is not in ſubjection, as a ſervant, in any ſenſe what- 


euer, but is ſet down with his Father i in his throne ; and 


| hath all power both in heaven and earth given unto him. 


But when the end is fully come, and all enemies are ſubdued 
_ unto him, then this kingdom of Chriſt ſhall ceaſe, there 
being no longer any place for it: and what then? why then 
this very perſon, even Chriſt, who now reigns, ſhall de- 85 
liver up the kingdom to God, even the F ather, from 
whom he at firſt received it; and then ſhall the Son alſo 
himſelf be ſubje&t unto him that put all things under 
him; and that without the leaſt eclipſe, or diminution of 
| his honor and glory—for then God ſhall be in all, i. e. in 


_ Chriſt the head, and by Chriſt in the church his mem 
bers; and that in all the fulneſs of the divine goodneſs, . 


power 5 and glory ; 3 and chis will be the ultimate, moſt : 


T exalted, ; 
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